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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 2-4, 7-8, 12-16 as filed on 3/22/07 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-3, 7, 12-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Michimoto (JP-56099835 hereinafter referred to as "Michimoto") in view of Robison. 

. Michimoto discloses a camera assembly for use in a vehicle having a cargo container 
having an open rear (Michimoto: figures 1-6), comprising: a camera (Michimoto: constitution, 
line 1); a movement apparatus (Michimoto: constitution, lines 2-4), secured with an upper rear 
area of the cargo area of said cargo container, mounting a camera within said upper area of said 
cargo container (Michimoto: constitution, lines 5-7); a closure, having a hinged flap, secured 
with said rear of said cargo container, said flap being movable between open and closed 
positions (Michimoto: constitution, lines 4-6); wherein, said movement apparatus is operative 
upon actuation to move said camera from inside to outside said cargo container (Michimoto: 
constitution, lines 6-8), said camera during said movement being operative to engage and pivot 
said hinged flap forming an opening through said closure to include a rear portion of said vehicle 
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and an adjacent area thereto (Michimoto: figure 2), as in claim 14. However, Michimoto fails to 
disclose that the vehicle is a commercial vehicle having an upstanding cargo container, as in the 
claim. Robinson discloses the use of a camera assembly (Robinson: column 4, lines 35-45) in the 
rear portion of an upstanding cargo container in commercial vehicle (Robison: column 1, lines 
15-35) in order to provide commercial drivers with rear views in larger cargo bearing 
commercial vehicles (Robison: column 7, lines 15-37). Accordingly, given this teaching, it 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Michimoto camera 
assembly to be mounted into an upstanding cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in 
Robison in order to provide commercial drivers with rear views in larger cargo bearing 
commercial vehicles. The Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has all of features of claim 14. 

Michimoto discloses a camera assembly for use in a cargo container of a vehicle 
(Michimoto: figures 1-6), comprising: a movement apparatus (Michimoto: constitution, lines 2- 
4), secured with an upper rear area of the cargo area of said cargo container, mounting a camera 
within said upper area of said cargo container (Michimoto: constitution, lines 5-7); a closure, 
secured with said rear of said cargo container to normally extending in a vertical position, 
(Michimoto: constitution, lines 4-6), said closure having a normally closed opening in an upper 
area generally axially aligned with said movement apparatus and said camera (Michimoto: 
constitution, lines 7-10); wherein, actuation of said movement apparatus moves said camera 
through said opening and out of said cargo container (Michimoto: constitution, lines 6-8) into a 
position to capture a defined field of vision in a rear area behind and adjacent to said vehicle 
(Michimoto: figure 2), as in claim 16. However, Michimoto fails to disclose that the vehicle is a 
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commercial vehicle having an upstanding cargo container, as in the claim. Robinson discloses 
the use of a camera assembly (Robinson: column 4, lines 35-45) in the rear portion of an 
upstanding cargo container in commercial vehicle (Robison: column 1, lines 15-35) in order to 
provide commercial drivers with rear views in larger cargo bearing commercial vehicles 
(Robison: column 7, lines 15-37). Accordingly, given this teaching, it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate Michimoto camera assembly to be mounted into 
an upstanding cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison in order to provide 
commercial drivers with rear views in larger cargo bearing commercial vehicles. The Michimoto 
camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding cargo container of a commercial vehicle as 
shown in Robison, has all of features of claim 16. 

Regarding claim 13, the Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has wherein said closure is self 
closing (Robinson: column 5, lines 5-50), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 14, the Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has said closure rotatable about an 
axis, which is essentially normal to the longitudinal axis of the commercial vehicle (Michimoto: 
figure 1, axis for lid, element 10), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 2, the Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has wherein the movement 
apparatus has a linear drive (Michimoto: constitution, lines 3-5: "guide rail"), as in the claim. 
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Regarding claim 3, the Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has a rotary drive (Michimoto: 
constitution, lines 3-4), as in the claim. 

Regarding claim 7, the Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an upstanding 
cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison, has wherein said closure is rigid 
(Robinson: column 5, lines 5-50), as in the claim. 

4. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Michimoto (JP- 
56099835 hereinafter referred to as "Michimoto") in view of Robison as applied to claim 16 
above and further in view of Hiroyuki (JP-03266740 hereinafter referred to as "Hiroyuki"). 

The Michimoto-Robison combination discloses a majority of the features of claim 4, as 
has been discussed above concerning claim 16, but does not particularly disclose that the 
movement apparatus is energized by means of a shifting of the commercial vehicle into a reverse 
gear as claimed. However, Hiroyuki discloses a rear view confirming camera loaded on the car 
as shown in the figure, and teaches the conventional activation of an opening portion 7 and 
camera 3 in the even the vehicle is moving backwards (i.e., shifting of the vehicle into a reverse 
gear). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
Michimoto, Robinson, and Hiroyuki references in front of him/her and the general knowledge of 
the use of cameras within vehicles for rear vehicle viewings, would have had no difficulty in 
providing the energizing of a movement apparatus thereby moving and activating a camera in 
response to a shitting of a vehicle in a reverse gear as taught by Hiroyuki as part of the camera 
rear view system of Michimoto-Robison combination for the same well known viewing 
assistance to the driver when backing up a vehicle purposes as claimed. The Michimoto camera 
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assembly, now implemented in an upstanding cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown 
in Robison and the Hiroyuki teaching of a energizing on rear shifting, has all of features as in 
claim 4. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Michimoto (JP- 
56099835 hereinafter referred to as "Michimoto") in view of Robison as applied to claim 14 
above, and further in view of Lechner. 

The Michimoto-Robison combination discloses a majority of the features of claim 8, as 
has been discussed above concerning claim 14, but does not particularly disclose that the cargo 
container structure is of tarpaulin, as in the claim. However, Lechner disclose a device for 
reducing the aerodynamic resistance of a commercial vehicle, and teaches the conventional use 
of rear tarpaulins 12 of Figures 1 and 3 for sealing the rear of a vehicle as well as the capability 
to turn the tarpaulin upward to unload the vehicle at the rear. It is hence considered obvious to 
use the tarpaulin with the Michimoto-Robison combination, as part of the rear pivotable 
assembly for the camera opening in the rear of the vehicle in order to reduce the aerodynamic 
resistance of the commercial vehicle. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art, having the Michimoto, Robison, and Lechner references in front of him/her and 
the general knowledge of rear vehicle camera systems, would have had no difficulty in providing 
the rear tarpaulin of a vehicle as taught by Lechner to thereby provide a tarpaulin, in which at 
least the rear side possesses a rear tarpaulin, the opening in the tarpaulin structure is a slot, the 
opening in the tarpaulin container structure being a pivotal rear plate, which, in the case of a rear 
wall tarpaulin which is release downward, forms with this tarpaulin and essentially closed 
surface, and the rear plate is so movable, that a defined field of view of the rear part of the 
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commercial vehicle is made available, and the movable rear plate is rotatable about an axis (A), 
which is essentially normal to the longitudinal axis of the commercial vehicle for the same well 
known use of a tarpaulin frame construction for the rear of a vehicle for ease loading and 
unloading purposes as claimed. The Michimoto camera assembly, now implemented in an 
upstanding cargo container of a commercial vehicle as shown in Robison and further 
incorporating the Lechner teaching of using a tarpaulin, has all of the features of claim 8. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andy S. Rao whose telephone number is (571)-272-7337. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8 hours. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571)-272-7418. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


Andy S. Rao 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 


June 7, 2007 


asr 



